ancient astronomy, 9 and even gematria. 10 The results-perhaps unsurprisingly-are not usually convincing. 11 The most sound and cautious approach, I believe, is represented by Fouts and Davies, who argue that the employment of large, exaggerated numbers should be seen as an accepted, intentional literary convention calculated to achieve a certain effect-for example, in order to glorify the name of some king or godwherein the actual given numbers lack significance in themselves. 12 In any case, it seems that the debate between the "realistic-historical" approach and the "literary" approach in regard to large numbers in the Bible has yet to be resolved.
There is, however, general consensus that the numbers in the book of Chronicles are exaggerated. 13 To illustrate, Ralph Klein notes that the 500,000 warriors who fell in a single day (!) during the battle between Abijah and Jeroboam (2 Chr 13:17) is equivalent to the total number of casualties from both sides during the American Civil War, or the total number of Americans killed during World War Two;1 3 F 14 while Rudolph has estimated that the 100,000 golden talents David prepared for the construction of the Temple (1 Chr 22:14) is roughly nine times the amount of gold produced all over the world (!) in the year 1900.1 4 F 15 Some have tried to apply the theory that the term ‫אלף‬ is a military expression representing far fewer than a thousand soldiers to the book of Chronicles as well, thus bringing the numbers into the realm of the feasible and the historical,1 5 F 16 but Klein convincingly argues that this interpretation is not acceptable1 6 F 17 and concludes, "Now, as before, the high numbers in Chronicles cannot be taken as reflecting historical reality. Rather, the interpreter's goal should be to see how these numbers are a part of the Chronicler's message or of his theological agenda."1 7 F 18 With this statement, Klein parts ways with Davies and Fouts. Whereas the latter, as mentioned, do not ascribe significance to each and every number, and are satisfied with the general claim that dreds" and "officers of thousands" in Chronicles clearly shows that the Chronicler understood the word ‫אלף‬ as a number, just as he used "hundred." Another example that disproves this theory is the number given for the descendants of Bela, son of Benjamin: 22,034 (1 Chr 7:7); if ‫אלף‬ denotes a military unit, then Bela supposedly had thirty-four people divided up into twenty-two military units, which would mean an average of 1.5 soldiers in each unit. Similarly, Uzziah's army, according to 2 Chr 26:13, numbered 307,500-which, according to the theory in question, would mean that each of the 307 units would consist of fewer than two soldiers. Another challenge is that the 200,000 captives that 24 If we continue in Klein's direction, then the 400,000 soldiers of Abijah are supposedly parallel to the 470,000 Judeans noted in David's census in 1 Chr 21. Presumably, the 70,000 soldiers omitted from the Chronicler's count can be identified with the 70,000 who died during the plague that followed the census; after 70,000 died, 400,000 were left, and this is the final number the Chronicler gives for Abijah's army. This explanation, however, remains in the realm of speculation; 25 and the overwhelming majority of numbers in the book of Chronicles still lack a convincing literary explanation.
JUDEAN MILITARY SIZE IN CHRONICLES
My intention is not to determine between the aforementioned approaches to large numbers in the Bible, although I am inclined to reject alternate interpretations of the word ‫.אלף‬ However, Klein's approach to the book of Chronicles certainly rings true, particularly in regard to the numbers that will serve as the focus of this article; as I will demonstrate, their striking artificiality precludes any pretense of historicity, leaving no choice but to adopt Klein's literary method of analysis.
Klein mentions the 580,000 soldiers of Asa as an example of a figure we cannot determine how the Chronicler reached: "[T]he round number of 1,000,000 Ethiopians is considerably larger than the 580,000 men available to Asa, though how the latter figure was calculated still escapes us." Similarly to the balance of power between Abijah and Jeroboam, this number also seems to aggrandize the million-strong army of Asa's opponent, Zerah the Cushite, and highlight the imbalance between them. But why the number 580,000, which is only a "semi-round" number?2 5 F 26 Why did the idem, "How Many in a Thousand?," 281. Besides these appearances, the number 400,000 appears in the Bible only in the story of the Concubine at Gibeah, describing the number of Israelites who fought against Benjamin (Judg 20:2, 17). 24 Unless further research proves that these sources in Chronicles come from two different hands. 25 A different argument assumes that the Chronicler wished to present Israel's force as twice the size of Judah's in order to emphasize the great salvation and God's hand in victory. See, for example: Japhet, I & II Chronicles, 689; W. Johnstone, 1 and 2 Chronicles (v. 2: 2 Chronicles 10-36, Guilt and Atonement) (JSOTS 253; Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1997), 51-52. 26 De Odorico distinguished between "round numbers," comprising of a round number of thousands, ten thousands, etc., and "semi-round numbers" such as 1,200. See, for example, De Odorico, The Use of Numbers, 161. Some numbers are, therefore, rounder than others. For the sake of convenience, I will refer to any numbers that are not round multiples
Chronicler not choose a round number, like Zerah's perfect million, or like the forces of Abijah (400,000) and Jeroboam (800,000)? Moreover, the Chronicler portrays the enemy's (Jeroboam's) army as precisely twice the size of Abijah's; in this light, why did he not apply the same proportions to this battle and round off Asa's army to half a million, precisely half of Zerah the Cushite's force? 27 The same question applies to other "semi-round" numbers in Chronicles, such as Uzziah's 307,500 strong force (2 Chr 26:13); in some cases, there may be no satisfactory answer for the Chronicler's choice. 28 Nevertheless, I will now propose that we have the means of determining the logical sequence and significance of at least some of these figures. Sara Japhet has already noted the striking connection between the Chronicler's figures for the armies of Asa and Jehoshaphat. Asa's 580,000 soldiers are divided into two groups-Judah and Benjamin: of one hundred thousand as "semi-round"; considering, for example, 500,000 as a "round number" and 580,000 as a "semi-round" number. 27 Alternately, the Chronicler could have attributed 1,160,000 soldiers to Zerah the Ethiopian-twice as many as Asa's force-which would have albeit resulted in a less round number. This figure, we will see below, is in fact ascribed to Jehoshaphat.
28 After a similar debate regarding the significance of these numbers and others, Sara Japhet concludes: "[A]lthough quantitatively probably too high, these numbers seem to reflect some method, the basis of which for the time being we may not be able to clarify" (Japhet The first two groups of Jehoshaphat's army (300,000; 280,000) are precisely the same as the two groups comprising Asa's army, 580,000 in total; 31 and the total of the three remaining groups of Jehoshaphat's army (200,000; 200,000; 180,000) also comes to 580,000. Jehoshaphat's army, therefore, is precisely twice the size of Asa's army. 32 Jehoshaphat's army is also the largest Judean army mentioned in Chronicles, which McKenzie reads as an expression of the Chronicler's great regard for Jehoshaphat. 33 31 These are the only two appearances of the number 280,000 in the entire Bible. 32 We can point out a parallel phenomenon from the Near East. A report of Shalmaneser I's war against the Hittites claims that he took 14,400 prisoners, while his son, Tukulti-Ninurta I, reports having taken 28,800 prisoners, exactly twice the number his father took. See This evaluation, however, paints only a partial picture. A closer look at the information I will shortly present will reveal that the Chronicler's intention was not to present Jehoshaphat's army as twice the size of his father Asa's army, even though this initially seems to be the obvious ratio. As mentioned, Asa is not the first king of Judah whose army is mentioned in Chronicles; he is preceded by Rehoboam A cursory glance already reveals that the common denominator of all the semi-round numbers presented here is 80,000 (Rehoboam's army: 180,000; the second groups of Asa and Jehoshaphat's army: 280,000; the fifth group of Jehoshaphat's army: 180,000). This can hardly be coincidence; the different numbers are presumably related. In order to reach a convincing explanation for these numbers, logic dictates that the various sizes of the Judean royal armies ought to be compared; indeed, most scholars who identified the 2:1 ratio between Jehoshaphat and Asa's armies followed this course of action. It is difficult to fathom an a priori conjecture that might inspire addition or subtraction of the figures given for the royal Judean armies, as these figures essentially reflect the fluctuation of a single army-the Judean army-over the course of the Judean dynasty. This is presumably why the following information has entirely escaped scholarly notice until now: Asa's army is equal to the sum of Rehoboam and Abijah's armies. These data can be formulated in the following equation: 180,000 + 400,000 = 580,000 Rehoboam + Abijah = Asa of Judah's army in just a few years is further proof that these figures are not based on any kind of reality, and the analysis that follows will prove this beyond any reasonable doubt.
The size of Asa's army is equal to the combination of the armies of the two kings who preceded him. This information might have been written off as coincidence, were it not for the same phenomenon repeating itself in regard to Jehoshaphat: 180,000 + 400,000 + 580,000 = 1,160,000 Rehoboam + Abijah + Asa = Jehoshaphat
The size of Jehoshaphat's army, therefore, was not reached through the doubling of Asa's army; rather, it reflects the total size of the militaries of all three kings who preceded him-Rehoboam, Abijah, and Asa-just as the size of his father Asa's army was reached through the addition of his two predecessors. This claim is significantly substantiated through a comparison of the five groups comprising Jehoshaphat's force with the figures of the armies of Rehoboam, Abijah and Asa. As noted, the first two groups are identical to the groups that comprise Asa's army. The third and fourth groups each contain 200,000 soldiers, together 400,000-which is the same size as Abijah's force; while the fifth group of 180,000 is identical to the number of Rehoboam's military. 34 The following Jehoshaphat's army, if so, contains all the figures of the Judean armies of his predecessors in chiastic sequence: firstly Asa's army, then Abijah's army, and finally-Rehoboam's army. 35 The only imperfect parallel in this comparison is that of Abijah's force, which numbers 400,000 men, and the first two groups of 200,000 in Jehoshaphat's force. Based on the premise that these numbers are fictitious and were chosen for literary manipulation, the question arises as to why the Chronicler chose to divide this total into two within Jehoshaphat's force. This may have a logical explanation, however. As noted, the Chronicler's guiding principle for the numerical sequence of Jehoshaphat's army was the chiastic inversion of the military counts of his predecessors, but this was not the only guiding principle. Japhet and Klein note that the different units of Jehoshaphat's army are listed in descending order, from the largest to the smallest. 36 This principle does not contradict the aforementioned chiastic structure in regard to the units which are parallel to those of Asa and Rehoboam's army: 300,000, 280,000 (=Asa); 180,000 (=Rehoboam). But Abijah's placement between them compelled the Chronicler to divide the number of Abijah's army into two groups of 200,000 in order to retain the descending numerical order of the units of Jehoshaphat's army, in between the units of 280,000 and 180,000. This division does not weaken its connection to Abijah's army, as the fact that both groups contain the same number of fighters-200,000-invites their connection. If so, the structure and order of Jehoshaphat's army were influenced by two guiding principles: the chiastic order reflecting the army figures of the preceding kings; and the descending numerical sequence. This hypothesis is compatible with the range of data I have presented so far. In any case, we can conclude that the division of Jehoshaphat's army into groups, as well as the figures and totals of these groups, is entirely fictitious. 37 The numerical design and sequence of the military forces of the first four Judean kings was calculated to reflect the rise of Judah's military power after the division of the kingdoms. 38 Not only is each king's army larger than that of his predecessor; Asa and Jehoshaphat's armies are explicitly compared to the armies that precede their own, and are dependent upon them. The noted chiastic structure that guides the division of Jehoshaphat's army The Chronicler's ingenious system is somewhat surprising, as the presentation of Judah's army in Asa's or Jehoshaphat's time as the total sum of their predecessors' armies is neither intuitive nor based upon any kind of historical reality. This phenomenon invites two conclusions. The first is local: the fact that the Chronicler presents Jehoshaphat's army as equal to the sum of all its precursors testifies that the Chronicler kept an extended period of Judah's history in mind-from Rehoboam and on-when composing the narrative of Jehoshaphat. This reflects his conception of this period as a single, continual process culminating with the reign of Jehoshaphat, who is characterized as standing on the shoulders of his ancestors. The second conclusion is methodological: the reader who seeks understanding of the Chronicler's choice of numbers 40 must be prepared to entertain atypical, diverse theoretical possibilities, given that the Chronicler apparently made creative-and even surprising-use of the numbers suffused throughout the text.
THE ARMIES OF AMAZIAH, UZZIAH, AND AHAZ
The data presented so far show that the figures provided for the royal Judean armies are far from arbitrary; rather, the Chronicler employed them to convey a certain objective. This conclusion prompts exploration of the remaining numbers given for the royal Judean army in the work. The army size of only two other Judean kings is provided in the text-Amaziah and his son, Uzziah. Although the systemization of these numbers is less clear-cut, we can still draw a number of cautious conclusions from them; I do not intend, however, to make unequivocal assertions, and it may be assumed that future research will shed further light on these issues.
As mentioned, the text divides the armies of Asa and Jehoshaphat into groups, wherein the first and largest group of each num-14 JOURNAL OF HEBREW SCRIPTURES bers 300,000. It can hardly be coincidence that the first and only group in Amaziah's army also numbers 300,000:
Amaziah assembled the people of Judah, and set them by ancestral houses under commanders of the thousands and of the hundreds for all Judah and Benjamin. He mustered those twenty years old and upward, and found that they were three hundred thousand picked troops fit for war, able to handle spear and shield 41 (25:5).
The salient decline of the Judean army-which at last count in Jehoshaphat's time was 1,160,000 strong-was presumably due to the bleak days of Jehoram, Ahaziah and Athaliah. Japhet points out that Amaziah himself is dissatisfied with the size of his army, which leads to the hiring of an additional 100,000 soldiers from Israel (25:6). 42 Over the period between the reigns of Jehoshaphat and Amaziah, the Judean army apparently dwindled to the size of the first group of Asa and Jehoshaphat's armies.
Uzziah's army is slightly larger, and is anomalous among the figures of the Judean armies as it is not a round number, although the round figure 300,000 does form part of its total:
The whole number of the heads of ancestral houses of mighty warriors was two thousand six hundred. Under their command was an army of three hundred seven thousand five hundred, who could make war with mighty power, to help the king against the enemy (26:12-13).
Between father and son, the Judean army increased by 7,500 soldiers. This number is precisely one fortieth of 300,000, though we cannot be sure if this calculation has any significance. The Chronicler's intentions may have been more general, wishing to convey that Uzziah's army was slightly larger than that of his father's in order to express that Uzziah managed to rehabilitate the military after his father's crushing defeat at the hands of King Jehoash of 41 The unusual phrase "able to handle spear and shield ‫וצנה(‬ ‫")רמח‬ in regard to Amaziah's army generates a connection with the first group of Asa's army, which also numbers 300,000 and comprises warriors bearing "shield and spear ‫ורמח(‬ ‫")צנה‬ (14:8 [MT 7]). The inversion of the order of shield and spear // spear and shield may also hint that the Chronicler drew a deliberate parallel between the two descriptions of these armies. Concerning chiastic inversion in Chronicles (although the discussion chiefly makes comparison to verses outside of Chronicles) see Kalimi, The Reshaping of Ancient Israelite History, 232-74. The phrase "shield and spear" also appears in various forms in 1 Chr 12:9, 25; 2 Chr 11:12. Only here, however, does the phrase relate directly to the royal Judean army and the number 300,000. 42 Japhet, I & II Chronicles, 753. Does the Chronicler, perhaps, present Amaziah's deeds as an attempt to restore the army to its size in Abijah's day? ). At present, we are not able to draw more definite conclusions. 43 In any case, given that the number 300,000 constitutes the first groups of Asa and Jehoshaphat's armies, Amaziah's army and (with an arguably insignificant addition) Uzziah's army (see the table below), 44 we can posit that the Chronicler perceived 300,000 as the size of a basic military unit. 45 In addition to a basic unit of 300,000, Asa's army contained another unit (280,000) which almost doubled this basic size, 46 and this total doubled in Jehoshaphat's time. In the book of Chronicles, both Asa and Jehoshaphat are characterized as kings whose reigns marked the heyday of the kingdom of Judah. 47 The size of Amaziah's army demonstrates the severe decline of the kingdom during the reigns of Jehoram, Ahaziah and Athaliah; Judah's army dwindles to the size of a basic unit of 300,000, and barely improves during Uzziah's reign. This theory justifies the Chronicler's division of Asa's army into two groups of 300,000 and 280,000, when given that it constitutes the sum of Abijah's army (400,000) and Rehoboam's army (180,000), one might expect Asa's army to be divided into groups of 400,000 and 180,000. Asa's army was equal to the sum of the two preceding 16 JOURNAL OF HEBREW SCRIPTURES armies, but its inner division reflects the Chronicler's notions of a "standard" military unit. 48 If what we have asserted so far is correct, and the Chronicler perceives that the army remains roughly 300,000 strong throughout the reigns of Amaziah and Uzziah, this serves to illuminate the Chronicler's characterization of the reign of Ahaz. The size of Ahaz's army is not related in the text, but the heavy losses his army suffers at the hand of the king of Israel, Pekah son of Remaliah, are noted:
Pekah son of Remaliah killed one hundred twenty thousand in Judah in one day, all of them valiant warriors, because they had abandoned the LORD, the God of their ancestors. (28:6) This number initially seems to differ from the rest of the figures that characterize the royal Judean army in Chronicles-it is a semiround number that contains the component 20,000, which seems to deviate from the semi-round numbers associated with all other Judean kings, which contains the component 80,000. However, given that the number in this episode concerns the loss of fighters, subtraction seems appropriate in this context; and 20,000 indeed emerges as an integral part of the Chronicler's mathematical manipulation of the royal Judean military. Moreover, if my hypothesis is correct, and the Chronicler indeed perceives the standard size of a Judean military unit during this period 49 as 300,000, then the death of 120,000 soldiers would leave Ahaz with 180,000 men. Through this the Chronicler closes another circle: during the dismal days of Ahaz, Judah's army reverts to its initial size-to the 180,000 strong army once commanded by Rehoboam.
In light of this exposed process, we can conclude that the Chronicler arranged the numbers of the royal Judean armiesmost of them, presumably, of his own invention-in an ingenious logical sequence. The period from Rehoboam until Jehoshaphat is marked by gradual growth; sharp decline during the reigns of Jehoram to Jehoash leaves Amaziah and Uzziah with a limited military; and finally, during the miserable regime of Ahaz, who is characterized as one of the greatest sinners in the book, 50 Judean's once powerful military shrinks to its minimal state of Rehoboam's time.
The following table summarizes the data provided about Judah's royal military throughout Chronicles:
CONCLUSION
The numbers the Chronicler provides for the royal Judean militaries are exaggerated, and there is every indication that most of these figures are of the Chronicler's own invention. This does not mean that these numbers are arbitrary, however. The size of Rehoboam's army (180,000) seems to be taken from the source in Kings, as this number, and the verse it features in, also appear in the parallel narrative about the splitting of the kingdoms in the book of Kings (1 Kgs 12:21); the size of Abijah's army (400,000) seems to be derived from the story of David's census, and reflects the Judean military's significant growth; the Chronicler presents Asa's army (580,000) as the sum of the armies of his father and grandfather; while the astronomical size of Jehoshaphat's military (1,160,000) represents the combined forces of his father, grandfather, and great-grandfather. This exponential growth conveys a clear message; a sense of sweeping continuity between these kings as Judah's military power soars and Judah reaches its heyday.
Finally, I cautiously proposed that the figures relating to the militaries of Amaziah, Uzziah and Ahaz continue this historical sequence, this time marking its decline. The number 300,000 that comprised the first groups of Asa and Jehoshaphat's military constitutes Amaziah and Uzziah's entire forces, while the death of 120,000 soldiers in Ahaz's time reduces Judah's military to the size of the kingdom's army in the days of Rehoboam-just 180,000.
It is worth adding that Ahaz's lowly reign is rectified by the figure of Hezekiah, whom the Chronicler characterizes as a righteous king who restores the greatness of David and Solomon's golden age to Judah, and even, in a certain sense, eclipses the greatness of Jehoshaphat.5 0 F 51 It may well be that preceding this return to the age of David and Solomon, the Chronicler created a literary framework around the narratives of the kingdom of Judah following the division (2 Chr 10-28).5 1 F 52 If so, the numerical sequence presented in this article is certainly woven throughout this unit, from Rehoboam until Ahaz.
This analysis has various implications for further study of the book of Chronicles. From a historical perspective, this lends greater weight to the claim that the numbers in Chronicles-at least the exaggerated figures among them-are fictitious. In truth, there is no evident difference between numbers that seem inflated and numbers that do not; did the Chronicler necessarily inflate every number of which he made literary use? Once the Chronicler's (very) creative use of numbers is recognized, there is no reason to assume that he limited himself to the manipulation of exaggerated, unrealistic numbers alone.
From a literary perspective, the information presented in this article testifies to the Chronicler's extremely liberal hand with the details that permeate his work. This, in turn, reveals that the supposedly dry, technical details that characterize the book of Chronicles are in fact anything but dry; the reader or scholar must not mistake them for such, and are required to consider each detail anew to discover whether it, too, conceals a subtle literary revelation.
The numbers discussed here are but a minute sample of the numbers that liberally festoon the Chronicler's text; in this respect, this study is but an invitation for further exploration of the codes and logic concealed in the numbers and details of this work. Despite the extensive research focused on Chronicles in recent decades, the text undoubtedly harbors many treasures that are waiting to be unearthed.
